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Attachment 2-- Subject to Revision

CALFED Bay-Delta Program Stage 1 Estimated Costs i ($ in millions)

t Program Year(s) 2 Total Cost Sharing ($) 3

.........................................Program Element~I ...........2I ........ 3,1 ..................4 5        6 7 Fed     State Other
I I

.........................~o-s~-st-em--I~e~t-0-r-~tion 4.s$26~3 ..... :-$~07 ......$-175 ...... $17~_: "~ $170     ’ $170 $170 - -$-i ;32-~=’ .............$513, $513;i ....$300
Water Use Efficiency ~ $31 $62 $299 $641 $641 $641 $641 $2,956 $7591 $759~ $1,438
Watei~ran-s~ers7 ...... $3 " $3 $3 $2’ $2 $1 $1 - $15 $7.5 $7.5!
Watershed ...........................Management

. ..................

$40 $4~ $45 -$45!, $45 $40 $40 ~ ~$~-80i$3001
~;~0- ......$50 $48 $48 $100Environmental Water Quality9 ....... $] g ....... $~ ....... $3~’-- ......~-4g ....

Drinki_ng___W. _ate=.r_Q._u._aJ!_ty_~_ ................. -$4~1 ......... _$78 $82    $110i $116 $120 $128 - $675! $200 $200 $275
Levee_s_ ~0 . $33     $76 $78 ........... $8:~i $45 $65 $65 $44~ $142 $88    $34
~toraget~ .............. $50 $75 $138 -$.~)~ $266 $349 $339 $i,~2~S i ..... ~2~ $237
Conveyance s $~5 .... $61 " $145 $188 $170 $110 $48 - $747 " $188 $366 $193
CALFED Science Program 7, 12      $25 ......... $3(~ ....... $~4~ .......$~i $50 $50 $50 $300 $150 $150

Total $525    $670 $1,048 $1,544 $1,~;55 $1,594 $i,530 -~$~6~ .... $-~,~2~ $2,549i $2,564
Preliminaqt; current year dollars based on staff estimates. Total costs assume contributions from State, Federal, and User/Private funding, This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for

_each b_.udge__._t ~y.ear~..B.u_d_~et~year._i?forma_~?n W!ll=b__e. p[ov!~l~d !n f_~ture tabl____~e.s~.

Stage 1 will begin with the Record of Decision, scheduled far September 2000. Some funds will be expended in the latter part of federal fiscal year 2000 (for example, Prop 204 funds on ERP projects). The bulk of expenditures will
occur in FY 2001. Because most of th,e federal fiscal year 2000 is not considered part of Stage 1, FFY 20,00 and FFY 2001 hav_e .be~?_~. m~bin_ed in___t_hip t_~ab=le, an~_~d~_ds pr~ojecte_~_d_to b__e_ s_pp_nt_~f~er~!_h_e~R0_D_in_..F’. F~Y_2000_a~-e in.ciuded._

Cost shadng represents a work in progress. More precise cost shadng allocations will be made as specific projects are developed and receive authorization. Cost share arrangements will be de’/eloped through agreements and will b(
consistent with a,pplicable federal and state requirements. Exact share of costs will depend on the specific projects that are implem.ented, and will vat] year to year. Initial years will be heavily funded by federal and state dollars. In mosl
cases these are proposed cost shares-they are based not on available sourc_es of funds but on a 50150 split between federal and state sources or a 33133133 s_ptit between fedlstatelusers.

Proposed cost sharing for the ERP is a split between users (-$35 million per year from a new broad-based fee & $15 million per year in CVPIA Restoration Funds),, and public dollars (assumed split equally between federal and state
sources of funding). The main source of State funds would be Prop 204. The proposed source of federal funds could include Bay-Delta Act and/ar other sources. This Table assumes revenues from new broad based fees would
become available beginning in 2003. This includes $50 million per year for the first four years for the Environmental Water Account.

Cost estimates differ from Appendix A in "Catiforoia’s Water Future: A Framework for Action" (June, 2000) because some actions which were considered complementaw to CALFED were included in Appendix A, but are not included
in this table.

Proposed expenditures in Federal Fiscal Years 2005 - 2007 are tentative. Actual expenditures will be determined after on,going evaluation of effectiveness of program investments during the first four years of Stage 1 (federal tiscal
,ears 2000/2001 - 2004). Availability of State and Federal funds is dependent on the availability of local funds.
Cost shadng for the water transfers program and Science Program assume equal fed~rallstate shares.

Cost shares include a 10% confribution from locals for community based watershed activities, with the rest funded equally between federal & state sources.

In general cost sharing is assumedto be 50/50 fed/state or 33/33/33 fed/stateluser, depending o,n the action. Some water quality actions assume federal and state funding in the initial 2 fears, with 1 O0 Vo of the funding in latter years
~ro.m users.
~o Total cost includes the Suisun Marsh Levee Program, which provides substantial ecosystem, water quality, and flood contre~ benefits. Cost shares do not include this Pro_g.ram.
tt Initial funding will be largely state and federal sources, This does not include cost-sharing for surface storage construc~on. Final cost shares (including reimbursements by beneficiaries) will depend on allocation of costs and

i_d -e -e_ti~ .catio_n_ 0f_b e_n eft ci a_rie_ s~fo r_=i n d~i.vid~ al._p ro!e_cL~: T-h~is~a-~s~um~es-a-5~°-~c=a~m~atc-hforfu~-~s~‘~‘e-gr~u~n~w--ate~rs-!~ragep~je-~:
~t ~z Science Program will provide for implementation of adaptive management and more cost-effective decision-making throughout the rest of the Program.
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Subject to Revision

Ecosystem Restoration .Program Stage I Estimated Costs 1 (in millions $)

Total
Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%) 2 Estimated cost ($)

Action ltem         1--~ ...... 3~[ 4 -5-f .... -~!- 7 Fed ,State Other Fed-i~tat~-I0t~er-

1. Developand implementa coordination          0.~    0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5      $3.5 50%’ 50%            $2    $2 -
program with local interests

2. Complete targeted research and scientific 7.5 15 15 15~ 15 15 15 $97.5 50% 50% - $49 $49
evaluations needed to resolve the high priority                                                              ’
issues and uncertainties to provide direction
for implementing the adaptive management
iProcess and information necessary for makir~c
critical decisions in Stage 2. 3

3. Project level environmental documentation 15 11 10 10 10 10 10, $74 50% 50% $37 $37I
and permitting as needed for each bundle of ~"-
Stage 1 actions

4~ Full coordination and funding partnerships 0.5 0.5 0.5    0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5! $3.5 see footnote 2
with other ongoing activities which address
ecosystem restoration in the Bay-Delta
system

~ ~ontinu------e high priority-~c~i0ns that re~i~ce .......~40 ....25 ..... 2-5- ....... ~2~ .....25 .....--2~’- --25!----~;1-~ see footnote 2
idirect mortality_ to fishes ’~ I

I6. ilmplement habitat restoration in the Delta, 9 17    10 10    20    20    20 $106 see footnote 2
ISuisun Bay and Marsh, Yolo Bypass, and
I habitat corridors to improve ecological
function, facilitate recovery of endangered
species, and determine the feasibility and
desirability of implementing larger scale
habitat restoration in future stages

~ Acquire and restore select Sacramento River ~ 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 $70 see footnote 2
meander corridor easements

8. Continue flood plain easements along San 7 22 10 5 25 25 25 $119 see footnote 2
Joaquin River

9. Reclaim and restore habitat to flooded Delta 20 10 - - - $30 see footnote 2
Islands and Delta channel Islands
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Subject to Revision

Ecosystem Restoration Program Stage I Estimated Costs t (in millions $)
~ Total

Program Year(s) Cost ._ __C_o_st sh_ar_ing (%) 2 Estimated cost ($)

Actionltem -1 2-~- .... ~[ .... 51 -~ 7 Fed State Other Fed tState Other
10. Develop an ecosystem water market, after an 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 $140 50% 50% $70 $70 -

appropriately protective water transfer
framework has been established; e.g., acquire
100,000 acre-feet on long-term basis and plan

__,_f_9o r_ _o t__h_e_r _s h__?_rt-_te r_m~P u__r _c_ h_ .a _ses
11. Environmental Water Account (costs assume 50 50 50 5.0 - $200 see footnote 2

the EWA and environmental water purchases
are managed together)

~ Incorporate ~s~st-em~ro~ments with .........
levee associated subsidence reversal plans 5

13. ;Improve research~ monitoring, detection, and 10 5 5 5 5 5 5 $40 see footnote 2
__ ~n.tr_o!_0f_.e_x_o_ti_c_ s_Peci_es
14. Environmental education and outreacl~ ............. 3 3    3 3! 3 ..... 3’ " 3 .......... $2-~’-~-(~ -50% $11 $11 -

programs
~ Program Management and C~:~in-~ti-on       -4-~1 ....-~-~ 4.5 ..... 4~---~.-~- 4.51 4.5 $32 50% 50% $16 $16 -
16. Continue gravel management 30 10 2 2 2 2 2 $50 see footnote 2
17. Implement large scale habitat restoration as 36.0 3.0 10.0 10.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 $149

demonstration projects on Butte Creek, Deer
Creek, Clear Creek, Tuolumne River,
Cosumnes River, and Mokelumne River.

...... Total (First 7 years)            $263 $207 $175 $170 $170 $170 $170 $1,326 ....... --$5;1~ $513 !- $3~0
~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for each budget year.
Budget year information will b~e_prov~ided in .futur_e_t_ab_l_e_s.._
2 Proposed cost sharing for the ERP is a split between users (at least $50 million per year from broad-based user fees), and public dollars (assumed split equally between

federal and state sources of funding). The main source of State funds would be Prop 204. The proposed source of federal funds could include Bay-Delta Act and/or other
sources. This Table assumes revenues from new broad based fees would beco.~,e aya_il_abl_e_b.e_gi_n_n_!_ng i.n.~003.
3 Funding for the ERP Science Prog~r.am to establish partnerships with universities, fund focused research, and continue scientific evaluations. .
~ .Remove select physical barriers and screen diversions. Includes fish migration barrier removal evaluations.
5 No additional funding is needed--funding is part of actions #5,6,7,8, & 17
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Subject to Revision

¢Vater IJseEfficiency Program Stage I Estimated Costs i ($ in millions)
’ Total

Program Year(s)             Cost Cost Sharing (%) Estimated cost ($)

..... ~,c~i~nltem ....... 1 ;~--31 ...... 4-[--5[ --6r .... 7 ........ F-~d ....~t-ate~-[Other Fed ....!~ate--ot~-~-;
Financial Incentive Program

18. Urban, Agricultural, and Managed Wetlands 30 45- 150 ’375 375 ~- $863

19. Recycling       -- 14.0-’ 136 .......250 250 250 250 $1,150 25% 25% 50% $288 " $288i ...... $~5
subtotal .... $30 $59 $286 $625 $625 $625 $625 $2,875 $718 $7-t-8~:$~,438-

Technical Incentive Program 2
20. Urban (includes support of CUWCC), 0.8 1.8 8.2 9.6 14 14 14 $62.4 50% 50% ......... ~i-.~---’$-3~----

Agricultural (includes support of AWMC), an�
Managed Wetlands.

21. Recycling                 - - 0.t 0.8 2 2 ¯ 2 2 2 .... $9.-4"-5(~°-~o .... 50%I- - $4.7 $4.7
subtotal $0.9 $2.6 $9.7 $11.t $15,5 $16.0 $16.0 $71.8 50% 50% - $35.9 $35.9

...... Directed S-t~i e~
22. -Research ET 0.1 0.2 4 5 - - - $8.9 50% 50% ~ - $4.5 $4.5    -
23. Water Measurement Program3 .......... -0.1 0.5 0.5 - - - $1.1 50% 50% - $0.6 $0.6 -

50%

--- Total (First 7 years)             $31, $62 $299 $641 $641 $641 $64t $2,956         [       $759 $759 $1,438
~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for each budget year. Budge
year information will be provided in future tables. Cost estimates assume contributions from existing federal, state, and local water use efficiency programs.
2 Labor to overcome technical barriers and low interest loans to overcome financial barriers
~ Develop, after consultation with CALFE-D agencies, the Legislature, and stakeholders, state legislation that requires appropriate measurement of water use for all water users in
California.
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Subject to Revision

Water Transfers Framework Stage I Estimated Costs 1 ($ in millions)
~ Total

Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%) Estimated cost ($)

Action Item -"1 ...... 2T 3- -5- 6 7 ....... Fe-d--°sta-t; Other Fed -,~tate-Other
24.forlnCreaSewatertheTransfersAVailabilitY2 of Existing Facilities 0.7 1.0 0.5~ 0      0.1 0.1 0.1 $2.7 50% 50%                            - $1.3                $1.3

~5~- L~wer Transaction Costs through Permit 0.8
1.1[ 0.91 0.9 0.3 0.2

0.0 $4.2 50%50% - $2.1 $2.1
St_reamlining_~

26. Information Sharing ’ 1.3 i.2i 1.:~-~-.2’ 1~2
Total (Fi-rst-7--years) ....... $2~’~ $=3.3 $2.6r$2.3’$1.6151.4;=$1.t"’~;1-5~ ............ $7.5 $7.5

Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for eacl
budget year. Budget year information will be provided in future tables.
z Includes actions such as: forecast and disclose conveyance capacity in state and federal project facilities, and evaluate policies for transporting water in

~xisting project facilities, dedication of a portion of Delta conveyance capacity to non-project & EWA transactions, and improve instream water transfers
tracking protocols.
3 Includes actions such as: streamline the water transfer approval process, develop transferable water definitions for various types of transfers, clarify carriage

water requirements for cross-Delta water transfers, and refine refill criteria for reservoir storage based water transfers.
~ Includes development of"On-Tap" (an interactive~water transfer information web-site), establishment of the Water Transfer Information Clearinghouse, and
impact analysis disclosure for water transfers.
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Subject to Revision

Watershed Program Stage I I=stimated Costs i ($ in millions)
~ Total

Program Year(s) Cost    Cost Sharing (%) Estimated cost ($)

Action Item         1-~--3 4 5 6i 7 Fed ISt~te Otl~er IFed State Other

_2_7.__Co_m~unity..B_a_s_ed___.WatershedActivities2      30 35 35 35 35 30.,_. 3_0. $230_ ......4_5O/o____45°_~o~._10°_/o_i_ ._$_103 $103_$_~_4.~

_2~.:___W_at._e.r_s_h_e.d_.Stewa~dsh!p.3 .................... 5 5 ....5 5: 5 5 5 $35 50% 50% $17.5 $17.5
29. Improve Watershed Information Functions 4 1 2    2 2 1 1    1 $10    50%    50% $5 $5
~0.-"~r-ojec--~i-ev~lE~vi~’(~en-ta~D~ne~a~io--~ ........3~-- ~ ....... 3~ 3 3 ...... 3 ....3"~ $21 ....50%- .... -~(~% $10.5 $10.5
31. Collaboration with other Programs5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 _ .$_4. ___50°/o.____5_0._°/o .......... $_~2
32. Provide appropriate assistance towards .........

development of a Statewide Umbrella
¯ Watershed Management Act ~

-- Total (First 7 years) $40 $46 $46 $46 $45 $40 $40 $300 $138 $138 $24

~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for each budget
year. Budget year information will be _provided in future tables.
2_l_n_c.l_ude~s_as_.sessment, planning, restoration, maintenance, co__n_s__e.rv_a~!o_n,~a_n_d_~m_o_n_i_t_or_i.n_g__ ..........
3 Build the capacity of community based programs to car[~_.out comprehensive long-term watershed management                              .

~ Make data and other information more useable and available to people involved with watershed management
5 Integration with CALFED programs and other State, Federal, and local programs. Includes the Interagency Watershed Advisory Team
6 Costs are included under integration with other programs (action #31)
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Subject to Revision

Fnvironmental Water Quality Program Stage I Estimated Costs I ($ in millions)
t Total

Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sh_a_r.i_n_g (%) Estimated cost ($)

Action ltem 2 11 ~2] ~I ~-I 5-[ ~-1 .... -~ Fed State OtherFed ]Si~t~ Other
33. Projectlevelenvironmentaldocumentati,on and 1 3 3 4 4 4 4 $231 50% 50%I - ’$11.5 $11.5 -

ipermittin,g as needed
34. IMercury Evaluation and Abatement, including 6.3 3.8 3.8 7.0 8.5 8.0 8.0 $45 50% 50% - ~-217:$22.7

Cache Creek, Sacramento River, and the Delta
35. Pesticides3 3.0 1-.8 2.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 $15 33% 33%1 33% $5 $5 $5
3-6. TraceMet~iS~, ........... - - 2.0 " 2.5 4.5 4.5 -4.5-- 41,5152~..5-1---3-3-°/~ ......33%-33%1-"$~.5 ~7.5 .... $7.5

3~-~r~ii~F~-~~t-~on-~- .......... J- 0.6 3.5 4.o 4-i0 4.0 " 41oI 4.01--$~41---2~5%1=2~%1 55%I ....$6 $6 $1-2

~8~-,~e-~en~-m-~ ......... ............................ 1,3- .....1:~ .......-3_-;~’ .....3:8 ...... -3~8 .......3:0 ......~--$~--~0~---~-o~-~
~9--~-~~i(~-~;-g~n~ch~rin~-F~s~ici~es~ ~ - .... ~--~ ~-~ 2 -2 ~ ~ $12 25~- ~.~

~ 5issolved Oxygen and Oxygen Depleting 2 10 10 15 15 15    15 $82 25% 25%~ 50% $20 $20 $42
Substances 9 ¯

~-iun--~-n-~;-W-"-%x-~c~-t-;-~ ........................ ~ .....~- ~ ~ 1 ..... ~-~-~ --$~:--5o% 5o%-! -
--~r~J(-Fi-~e-ars) $t5 $33 $38 $48 $50 $48 $48 $280 $90 $90 $100
~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year, It does not represent requested budgets for each budget year.
Budg~t__year information will be provided in future tables.
2 All of these actions are mana_ged_u_.nd~r~he_ER_P_ ......................................................................

~-Bl~l:;;-S~-~u~port TMDL for diazinon and chlorpyrifos
’-~)~ier--mi--~ee-xt~nt of coppe~"~or~t~nination, review impacts of other metals
s Conduct salinity reduction work in coordination with the San Joaquin Valley Drainage Program. This will require coordination with local salt removal in the drinking water

quality program.
s Includes research, evaluatio_n, of real-time management.o_f_s_elenium discharge, expanded source control, and coordination with other programs
7 Includes participation in USDA sediment reduction program and other actions

~ Includes erosion control BMPs, sedimentation basins, evaluation of use of head control structures o_n_ _select tributary creeks, and analysis of riv__e_r_s_ediment~0a_d_s__ __
~ DO sag studies, study nutrients, reduce pollutant discharges from .animal feeding operations
~o Participate in identifying unknown toxicity and addressing as appropriate
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Subject to Revision

Drinking Water Quality Program Stage I |=stimated Costs t ($ in millions)
~ Total

Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%) Estimated cost ($)

Actionltem 1 -2[- 3-,~ 5! .... 61 7     Fed State- ~Otl~r Fed [State Other
43. Cooperate on BayArea Blending/Exchange 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 $30 33% 33% 33% $10~ $10 $10
~-A~ressdra[nagep~0~s~n~eSa~=~o~~n ........ 15~0 30~-30.0 30~-$i~5-’--~0% 50% - ....$5~"--$53 .....

45. Source control Program z’~ 16.0 40.0 43.0 46.0 48.0 51.0 58.0 $302 see footnote #4 $75 $75 $152

47. AIternative sources of supply for Southern 1.0 2.0 2.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 $45 33% 33% 33% $15 $151 $15
California (Southern California B~ndi~)

48. Treatment Technology ’.s 20.7 28.9 27.0 26.0 16.0 16.0 36~’~1~ ....3~’~o0~~4- .....~3~--~3~] $87~
49. Control runoff into Aqueduct 1.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 $25 33% 33% 33% $8.3 $8.3; $8.3
50. Noah BayAqueductlntake’ 0.2 2.0 2.0 2.0 - - - $6 33% 33%- ~3~-$~-
51. Operational Improvementsz ........... 1~ ..... i~2 .... ~.~ ...... ~.0 .... 2~0-’~0 ..... 2~’---$-1~’---~ - 5~o ’-~

Total(FimtTyears)                 $41 $78 $82 $110 $116 $120 $128 $675                . $200 $200 $275
~ Prelimina~; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year, It does not represent requested budge~ for each budget year.
Budget year information will be provided in future tables.
~ Includes funding for suppo~ of volunta~ land retirement programs with a target of approximately 35,000 acres in Stage 1.
z Could include projects and programs such as Assessment of Sources and Magnitudes of Loads, TOC/DOC studies/projects, Veale/Byron Tract Drainage Management,
ndustrial Source Control, Advanced Wastewater Treatment, Local Salt Removal, watershed improvements to reduce constituents of concern in the Sacramento River,

Coordinated Watemhed Program in the San Joaquin River Basin, recreational impacts on drinking water quali~ in the Delta and drinking water resewoim, and monitoring,
research, and modeling associated with the above projects.
~ For Industrial Source Control, Advanced Wastewater Treatment, Bromate Control, and UV Treatmen~Ozonation proj.ects -- This table assumes public funding could be used in
t~e.~r~t~ years, with the expectation that beneficiaries would fund 100% of the costs thereafter.         .
5 Costs could increase signifi_Fagtl~if~ull-scale projects are cgn~ruc~e~ du~ng S~age 1.

~ Includes funding for watershed protection at Barker Slough and pre-feasibility studies for relo~tion of the intake. Costs could increase significantly if a decision is made to
construct relocation of the Noah Bay Aqueduct Intake.
~ Includes modeling, refinement studies, coordination with the Water Management Strategy, San Joaquin River Salt Recirculation.
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Subject to Revision

Levee Program Stage I Estimated Costs 1 ($ in millions)
’ Total

Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%) 2 Estimated cost ($)

Action item 1 2 3! 4 6 ¯ 71    Fed ~tai~ Other Fed,,~tate IOther
52. Levees Subventionsz 10 11 13; 17 20 40 40 $151 54% 28% 18% $82 $42 $27
53:- i Le-v-~s Special Projects4 12  21 ..... I $49 ....~:~5
5-4~ Em~-rg~-ncy R~ponse ....... 1~-- " :~ .... 31 - -3 -~3- .....3 ~ --$2-~"--3-8;~ 38070---24%~ -- $~1. ...... $3-~ ~$7
~5~ -~-uisu~ ~a--r-sh I-e~ees Progra~rn.5 ..... 0.3 -=-5-~ "50! ~ l i0 ....:10-- 10-’- $1-8-0
--[:l’~a-~(~irst’~years) --,      $33 $76 $78~ $82 $~,5 $65 $65 $444 $142 $88 $34
~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for
e_a_c.~_b_ud_~g~[y_~ar_.~t_ye.ar information will be.J)rovided in future tables.                                                  _
2 More information on cost sharing can be found in the levee program plan.z Subsidence control funding and envir6nmental d0__cum___e_nt.a_ti_o_n" ar___e._i_n_c_l.u_de_d._i_n" this estimate ............

4 Levee Risk Assessment, dredged material reuse, and environmental documen~]tion are included in this estimate
5 This program provides substantial ecosystem and drinking water quality benefits in addition to flood control benefits. Cost shares will be proposed at a

future date.

I
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Subject to Revision

Storage Strategy Stage I Estimated Costs ~ (in millions $)

~ Total
Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%) 2 Estimated cost ($)

..........................................Action Item 1 2 3 ~ ......... 4 5~ .... ~. .......................................7 Fed~a___te Other Fed ~State~,Other

~6~ Refine Water Management.Strategy          ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ $15 50N

Federal, State, & Local Cooperative Proje~s

___58~subto~lPr°ject Implementation

__.~J$15_~ .. $35 $75~~PJ$85      $8575J $8575 ~--~5~_

Surface Storage ~
59. In-Delta Storage FeasibilityStu.dy, CEQ~NEPA, and Permits 18.0 18.01 .... - $36 50~ 50% $18~ $181 -
60. In-Delta Storage - Begin const~ction - - I 25 751 1001 1001 100 $400 see footnote 2

Permits ...............................
62. Shasta Lake Enlargement- Final Design and Begin Const~ction ..... 50 50 50 $150 see footnote 2

Permits                    ’                        _ .........................................................................J _l
64. Los Vaqueros - Final Design and Begin Construction ...... 100 ~ 100 $200 see footnote 2
65. ;Nodh of Delta Off~tream Storage (Sites aese~oir) - Feasibili~, -- 1~- ~T~~ --~ 5 I~-~~ ~’ 5~0%~50~2o~

CEQNNEPA and Permits s                                                                                                  "
66. UpperSan Joaquin RiverWatemh,ed Storage- Recon, Feasibility, ----O.~-~-~i ....~--= 1~1~ 1~0 - $50 50%1 50%1 - $251 $251 -

CEQNNEPA, and Permits . ’.
,su~tota~ $32 $3s~ $s9-S~9~ $~77~ $2s0I

67. Power Facilities Re.op~atibn Evaluation~ 0.4 1.5l    2 2[    2    2~    2 $~.9 50%1 50%1 - $6l $6] -
68. Fish Migration Barder Re.oval Evaluations 7 ........ ~ .......

Total (FimtTyears)$50 $75l $~38~2081 $2661 $3491 $339 $1,424 . , $237! $237~ $200
Preliminaff; current year dolla~ based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for each budget year. Budget year
aformation will be provided in future tables.
Storage ~st-shadng will depend~ ~lo~ation of costs and i~en~ifica~0n of b~nefi~¢i~i~ i~dual p~o~ts:-~d~g~e initial years will primarily-be ~om ~eder~l a~ State dol~s, with:

eimbursements from beneficiaries coming in later yea~ to be determined a~er final designs are complete and benefiGiar[es are identified.
Includes ~nding for proje~s South of Delta and Noah of Delta. Funding is for construction of groundwater banking facilities and demonstration projects, development and implementatio,n of a

ramework for conjunctive use, funding assistance for groundwater plan development, baseline monitoring and modeling, field studies, environmental documentation, design, and study of
additional potential proje~ sites.
Cost estimate~ assume some co~t~ct(0n;-~s~l~~as+~e~~S of Stage I. A~ual expenditures will depend on the amount of construction during Stage I. " ...........
Costs ~uld increase significantly if a de~sion is made to construct Sites Rese~oir.
Environmental docume~atio~.~e~sibil[ty studies, permits, negotiate cost sharing and operating agreements, and begin new operations if conditions and linkages are satisfied.

z Costs are included with ERP’s high priority a~ions that reduce dJreGt ~O~]~ty to fishes (ERP action #5 )
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Subject to Revision

Conveyance Strategy Stage I Estimated Costs t (in millions $)
t Total

Program Year(s) Cost Cost Sharing (%)    Estimated cost ($)

-- - A~t=ion-ltem ............ 1~-- 2 -~---~[ ~ .... .... ~6[ 7 Fed ~at-~-[ ot he r Fed st~t-~ -[Oi-I~;
North Delta Interim Improvements

69.-Ev~a~uat~-~[tacr0ss-channel~3ate ............ 1 ~ 2 ...... 2- ..... :~- - $7 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% $2.3 $2.3 $2.3
__ Operations
70. Evaluate a screened through Delta di~;~rsi~)~- ....... 1 2 3 2 $8 50% 50% -$4 .....$4 -

on the Sacramento River 2
71. Regional Flood Control/Ecosystem              7 8 20 35    35 35 35 $175 65% 25% 10% $114 $44 $18

Restoration 3
subtotal $9 $12 $25 $39 $35 $35 $35 $190 $120 $50 $20

-- South Delta-Improvements .............................................................................................................

72. TracyFishS_c_rpe~4___ 6.5 40 40    8    5    5    5 $t10 37.5% 25.0% 37.5% $41 $27 $41
73. New Clifton Court Forebay Intake (Assume 2

design/construction of the intake and
construction of one new 2,500 cfs screened

....... module by 2006) s
74. CVP/SWP Intake Intert{e (Evaluations) 2
75. CVP/SWP Aqueduct Intertie (Design & - - 5 5    1 $11 - 100% $11
__ Construct 400cfs)
76. Permanent Barriers, Dre.dging, Diversion 5    5 10 30 15 10 5 $80 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% $27 $27 $27

Modifications
subtotal $16 $49 $120 $149 $135 $75 $13 $557 $68 $316 $173

~ Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for each budget year.
Budget year information will be provided in future tables.

2 If there is a decision to construct a screened through Delta diversion on the Sacramento River, as much as $300 million could be spent in the latter part of Stage 1

3 Includes 100 year flood protection for the North and South Mokelumne Rivers and significant ecosystem restoration. Could also include dredging.
4 Plan, design, construct, and test the CVP Tracy Test Fish Facility - 500 cfs screen, plus sorting, holding, transport, and release.
s Costs include construction of the new intake (2003-2005) and construction of one new 2,500 cfs screened module (2004-2006). Costs in 2007 will be for monitoring and

operations of the new screened module. Construction of a second screened module could begin in 2008.
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Subject to Revision o

CALFED Science Program Stage I Estimated Costs t (in millions $)

Total

Program Year(s) Cost 2 Cost Sharing (%) Estimated cost ($)

.... ~ctionltem ............................ 1-- ~-~-~~ 5 6~ 7 F~-d--~t-a~e~iher Fed ]~e-!-~he;
iMonitor’ing, Assessment, Research, and 25 30 45 50 50 50 50 $300 50% 50% $150 $150    -
independent scientific review to support
CALFED Program elements
:r-~;~l-i~=r-;;{-7 yea=is) .................... ~2~=’ ~3~-’-$45-’ $~0"$56~-56-~56’-$-~0=6 .......... ~$i50- $150 -

Preliminary; current year dollars based on staff estimates. This table provides estimates of outlays by year. It does not represent requested budgets for
~.ach _b_u.d g_e._t= y_e_a r_. _Bud_get _year inf0j_matio~n_wil[ be.provid_e=d.!n__fut__u_re_t_a_bles,                                        .

The costs for the science component of the ERP are not included here; they can be found in the ERP budget
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